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Statutory Requirement 

• “Annually, the commissioner shall report
to the state board regarding:

– Special education expenditures by school
districts;

– The rate of growth or decrease in special
education costs, including the identity of high
and low spending districts…”

Source: VSA T.16 § 2974 
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Findings 
1. Overall, few school districts are spending at exceptionally

high or low levels. 
2. Extremes in spending are more common for smaller districts
3. Higher rates of poverty are associated with higher percentages

of students in Child Count. 
4. Higher spending is related to

A. higher percentages of students needing out of district 
placement 

B. higher percentages of  child count students identified with 
high cost disabilities 

5. Higher spending is not directly related to staffing ratios
across the state

6. There is wide variability in staffing ratios across the state.
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Very Low <1% <1% <1% 0% 0% 

Low 0% 4% 6% 0% <1% 

Average <1% 2% 70% 4% 2% 

High 0% 0% 8% <1% 0% 

Very High <1% 0% <1% 1% <1% 
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Georgia 

Rutland City  North Country Sr. HS 

Brattleboro 
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ADM 

Distribution of Districts by ADM and Standard Deviation of 

Cost of Spending per ADM  

Findings: 
1. Extremes in spending are most commonly

found in smaller districts-a few
exceptions exist

Item H3:  6/25/15 Meeting of the State Board of Education



Free and Reduced Lunch Eligible %  

by Child Count % of ADM 

St. Johnsbury CC=174; 

ADM=988 

Winooski CC=121; 

ADM=701 

Essex-Caledonia  

CC=89; ADM=713 North Country  

CC=556; ADM=2567 

Hartford CC=266; 

ADM=1415 

Norwich CC=56; ADM=650 

R² = 0.4387 
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Child Count % of ADM 

FY2014 Special Education Spending Analysis 

Findings:  
1. Higher rates of poverty are associated 

with higher percentages of students in 
Child Count. 
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Average Elig. Special Ed Cost per ADM by  

Out of District Placement Percent of ADM 

Mt. Tabor CC<11; ADM=14 

Norton CC<11; ADM=11 

Hancock CC=14; ADM=46 

R² = 0.2101 
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District Eligible Cost per ADM 

High Spending District Analysis - 2013-2014 School Year 

Findings:  
1. High Spending is related to higher 

percentages of students needing out of 
district placement 
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Average Eligible Special Ed Cost per ADM  

by High Cost Disability Percent of Child Count 
High Cost Disabilities include Intellectual Disability, Deaf, Visual Impairment, Deaf-Blind, Multiple Disabilities 

Mt. Tabor CC<11; ADM=14 
Winooski CC=121; 

ADM=701 

Stannard CC<11; ADM=24 

Woodbury CC<11; ADM=51 

Hazen Union CC=50; 

ADM=321 

R² = 0.1277 
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District Eligible Cost per ADM  

High Spending District Analysis - 2013-2014 School Year 

Findings:  
1. Higher spending is related to higher 

percentages of  child count students 
identified with high cost disabilities 
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Bennington-Rutland  

CC=327; ADM=2082 

Milton 

CC=205; ADM=1562 

Grand Isle CC=143; 

ADM=883 

Orange North 

CC=154; ADM=777 

Orange-Windsor 

CC=181; ADM=1036 

Washington Central 

CC=176; ADM=1408 

Rutland South 

CC=97; ADM=728 

Rutland NE 

CC=209; ADM=1502 Rutland City 

CC=341; ADM=1979 

Windsor NW 

CC=88; ADM=595 

R² = 0.0013 
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Eligible Cost per ADM 

Eligible Cost per ADM by CC/Teacher Ratio 

Findings:  
1. Higher spending is not 

directly related to CC 
student:special education 
teacher  

2. CC student:special 
education teacher ratios 
ranges from 23:1 to 5:1 
across the state. 
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Colchester 

CC=251; ADM=2070 

Caledonia North  

CC=229; ADM=1370 

Franklin West  

CC=250; ADM=1791 

 

Orange SW  

CC=147; ADM=889 
North Country  

CC=556; ADM=2567 

Rutland South 

CC=97; ADM=728 
Orleans SW 

CC=165; ADM=1108 

 Hartford  

CC=266; ADM=1415 

R² = 0.0002 
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Eligible Cost per ADM 

Elig. Cost per ADM by CC/Para Ratio 

Findings:  
1. Higher spending is not 

directly related to CC 
student:special education 
para professionals 

2. CC student:special 
education teacher ratios 
ranges from 9:1 to 2:1 
across the state. 
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Bennington-Rutland 

CC=327; ADM=2082 

Colchester 

CC=251; ADM=2070 

Orange SW  

CC=147; ADM=889 

Orleans SW 

CC=165; ADM=1108 

R² = 0.0012 
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Eligible Formula Cost per ADM 

Elig. Cost per ADM by CC/ 

Total Teacher Para Ratio 

Findings:  
1. Higher spending is not 

directly related to CC 
student:special education 
staffing ratios 

2. CC student:special 
education teacher and 
para professional ratios 
ranges from 5:1 to 2:1 
across the state. 
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